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F E B . , 1919. T H E B R I T I S H F O O D J O U R N A L . 11 

GENERAL ARTICLES AND 
REPORTS. 

THE IMPERIAL COMMERCIAL ASSOCIATION. 
The Imperial Commercial Association has been 

formed under the presidency of LORD INCHCAPE for the 
attainment of objects which must commend themselves 
to all sane and patriotic people. W e consider it to be 
a duty to call attention to the formation of the Associa
tion and to insist on the importance of giving it all pos
sible support. The, reasons for its formation and the 
objects in view are ably and clearly set forth in a pam
phlet sent to us by the Director, T H E H O N . F . M. B. 
F I S H E R , as follows:— 

The Imperial Commercial Association has been formed 
" because to-day business men are menaced by rapidly 
growing State Departments, armed with plenary powers 
which are being ruthlessly used to cut down and perhaps 
fatally impair our commercial system. The recuperative 
power of the nation will be " controlled " out of exist
ence unless the business men of Great Britain take up a 
determined attitude and endeavour to stem the tide 
which threatens to overwhelm them. Business men are 
being forced to disclose their methods of business, 
sources of supply, and customary markets, and this in
formation is being used to the grave detriment of tra
ders and is calculated to destroy all confidence. 

"The State as a trader stands self-condemned through 
inefficiency. The official records clearly show that a 
private business run on State lines would inevitably fail 
after a short career. Many business men have already 
gone to the wall. Others are faced with inevitable dis
aster unless some steps are taken to combat the evil. 
The mere passing of resolutions, which are doomed to 
lie forgotten in unknown pigeon-holes, is of no practical 
value. 

" E v e r y attempt will be made after the W a r by our 
present enemies to recapture all the trade they have 
lost. The business community of this country will find 
itself unequal to the inevitable struggle if the action of 
our own Government is to paralyse our individual 
energy and enterprise. There must be some alert 
organization, powerful enough to make itself felt in the 
Council of the Nation. The sporadic efforts of indi
viduals may, in rare instances, secure some temporary 
relief from the ever-growing pressure, but nothing can 
succeed save a permanent body, powerful enough to in
sist upon the protection and encouragement of indi
vidual initiative and enterprise. Success must largely 
depend upon the individual support given to it by busi
ness men. 

" A perusal of the membership roll of this Association 
is a sufficient guarantee of its stability and integrity. 
We see here a powerful group of business men banded 
together in a league of self-defence against misguided 
official aggression, determined to secure reasonable free
dom to manage their own business without undue in
terference and harassing red-tape restrictions. Busi
ness men all over Great Britain are warmly invited to 
join, and proper provision is made in the Constitution 
for representatives from all parts to sit on the Council 
and Committees which will guard the interests of all 
classes of the business community." 
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12 T H E B R I T I S H F O O D J O U R N A L . F E B . , 1919 

The objects of the Association a r e : — 
(a) T o establish an Association with Branches wher

ever necessary which shall protect and safeguard 
British Trade and British Traders wherever their 
interests are assailed. 

(b) To procure the adequate representation of the busi
ness community upon all Government Committees 
whose deliberations affect or deal with Trade. 

(c) T o direct public attention to the dangers of any 
form of restriction or control of Trade which 
threatens to crush and eventually destroy that 
initiative and individual enterprise which has in the 
past so largely contributed to the strength of the 
Empire. 

(d) To combat wherever necessary any phase of ineffi-
ciency or unfair conditions which menace the indi
vidual in the successful prosecution of his legiti
mate business. 

(c) To endeavour to preserve to every British business 
man the right to carry on his Trade or Profession 
with as little official interference as is possible. 

(f) To ensure, as far as possible, that in all cases where 
State Control is necessary, the considered views of 
all those concerned shall be placed before the 
Government in such form that a fair consideration 
of the rights of those whose interests are involved 
may be secured with the minimum of trade dislo
cation. 

(g) T o act as a medium of communication between all 
bona fide British Traders and the Government, and 
co-operate with other existing bodies in order to 
attain this end. 

(h) To enlighten and educate the public upon the im
portance of Trade Development. 

(i) To enlist the active support, co-operation and mem
bership of all British-born Traders of the Empire 
whose interests are or may become affected. 

(j) To place unreservedly at the disposal of the Govern
ment the knowledge, experience, and advice of its 
Members upon all matters pertaining to Trade and 
Commerce. 

THE INSANE "LIQUOR" RESTRICTIONS. 
Mr. Ben Tillet's Action. 

It appears that about the end of January M R . BEN 
T I L L E T received a letter from the Ministry of Food 
stating that the matter of a larger and better output of 
beer had received the " personal attention " of M R . 
ROBERTS immediately on his appointment as Food Con
troller, and that a memorandum containing recommen
dations on the subject had been submitted to the Cabi
net. W e understand that M R . T I L L E T has also received 
a letter from SIR WALTER R O F F E Y as follows: — 

" As you are probably aware the Food Controller is 
doing his utmost to get the War Cabinet's agreement 
to a scheme I have submitted for an increase in the 
output of beer, an improvement in the gravity and a 
reduced scale of prices, and has urged upon them the 
necessity of dealing with the matter at once in order to 
allay public unrest. 

" A s regards the output of wine, there are no re
strictions, but I am given to understand that merchants 
are experiencing great difficulty in gett ing their ship
ments released from bond. In some cases, it has been 

reported that wines have been landed in this country 
for four or five months, but that owing to the difficul
ties merchants are faced with in getting the Customs 
and Excise Authorities to gauge and release them, they 
cannot get them distributed to the trade. I have reason 
to believe that the Customs and Excise do not in any 
way obstruct, but are handicapped by overwork. 

" I am also given to understand that further delay 
and difficulty in distribution is caused by the meagre 
allotments of railway freight granted by the Railway 
Executive for this trade. The Liquor Control Board 
appear to be reluctant to attend to the request for a 
larger release of spirits. 

" The Privy Council have, as you possibly know, 
consented to the release of distilling from restrictions 
as regards output. 

" As far as the Ministry of Food was concerned, the 
restrictions on the output of beer were necessitated by 
the need to preserve barley for the loaf. This no longer 
exists, but owing to the shortage of feeding-stuffs for 
cattle a certain percentage of the crop was released for 
feeding the stock. 

" The resumption of distilling has created a further 
demand, and the unwillingness of M R . HOOVER to ship 
barley to this country for the purpose of manufacturing 
alcohol has, in conjunction with the other factors, re
duced the supplies of barley for brewing to a figure 
which will only for the present allow of an increase of 25 
per cent. on the present barrelage, but it is hoped that , 
after next harvest, if normal conditions exist and the 
import t rade has returned to its pre-war channels and 
dimensions, it may be possible, if the Government can 
be persuaded of the necessity to do so, to further in
crease the output. 

" I am writing to the Customs and Excise about the 
congestion of wine in bond and to the Railway Execu
tive Committee about the freight accommodation. 

" I will also write to the Liquor Control Board on 
the question of a further release of spir i ts ." 

The semi-apologetic tone of this letter is interesting, 
but the feeble excuses contained in it are hardly likely 
to satisfy M R . TILLET, or, indeed, to satisfy any sane 
person. The sooner the " Liquor " Control Board is 
got rid of the better it will be for the country. 

THE BEER MYTH. 
The Globe observes: " W e are now told that it is 

impossible for the people to have an increased supply 
of cheaper and stronger beer as promised by the Food 
Controller, who has evidently been trying to pull our 
leg. W e warn him that, considering the present tem
per of the nation, this is a dangerous proceeding. The 
teetotal fanatics in whose interest the country is being 
fooled over the matter have a grave responsibility. 
There is serious trouble brewing, and the Food Con
troller will not allay it by making specious promises 
which are unlikely to fructify. It is quite likely that the 
quantity available for consumption in Great Britain will 
be less than in 1918, when the licensed houses were, 
absolutely without supplies on more days than 
they had any beer for sale. The barrelage is increased 
from 13 to 15 millions only, as against 36 millions be
fore the war ; but the ban on export is now removed. 
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F E B . , 1919. T H E B R I T I S H F O O D J O U R N A L . 13 

As regards the strength the order is ludicrous. The 
gravity is increased from 1030 deg. to 1032 deg. as 
against 1052 deg. before the war. The abominable 
quality of the decoction known as " Government ale " 
has brought all things bearing the Government stamp 
into utter contempt. Whilst the Government control 
all things from which beer is made it is hopeless to ex
pect any reasonable reduction in price. The people arc 
asking why the restrictions on food and drink should 
be so drastic and the prices so high in Great Britain, 
where the people have supported the Government, 
whilst in Ireland there is no shortage, no rationing, 
practically no increase in prices, and the rebel popula
tion enjoy a plentiful supply of beer at a gravity of 1047 
deg., or half as strong again as that we in Great Britain 
arc permitted to have in painfully restricted quantity. 
W e fail to see how the Government can reconcile their 
policy, and we warn them that the public in Great 
Britain will not be fooled all the time. 

THE FOOD AND DRINK RESTRICTIONS. 
Bureaucrat Stupidity. 

The Globe observes that M R . G. H. ROBERTS, the 
Food Controller, in a recent address at the American 
Luncheon Club, announced that the Treasury had 
agreed to cut losses where need be, and so release any 
stores of food which have been purchased by the Gov
ernment at war rates. The public are a sk ing : When 
is it to be done? Everyone in touch with the people— 
both middle-class and manual workers—knows well that 
the high prices for essential food and other daily re
quirements is the cause of an enormous amount of dis
content, irritation, and general unrest. The stupid 
operations of the Liquor Control Board are mainly re
sponsible for the seething discontent among workmen. 
These restrictions were instituted to satisfy a few 
cranks and faddists, and it is to the credit of the people 
that they loyally submitted to them while there was the 
slightest justification for the belief that their sacrifice 
would help to win the war. There was no necessity 
or justification for the restrictions, which had the effect 
of causing unnecessary hardships' to thousands, and of 
breeding discontent in all parts where they were ap
plied. The authorities must have known that the re
strictions would cause an enormous amount of irritation 
or they would have applied them to Ireland. Appar
ently the faddists prefer the workman to be listening 
to revolutionary doctrines at red flag meetings than 
that he should have facilities for enjoying a pipe and a 
glass during his leisure. There is no better way to 
breed Bolshevism. One thing is certain, the people 
will not continue to submit passively to the profiteering 
both in food and drink. They do not ask for Royal 
Commissions, or even schedules, scales, and promises 
carefully worked out by an army of Bureaucrats. They 
demand an increase in quantity and a reduction in prices 
of the things they cannot do without, and there will 
be trouble if their wishes are not conceded. 

We fully agree, with the vigorous remarks of The 
Globe. It is passing s trange that the people of this 
country arc still tolerating these particularly abomin
able forms of tyranny. 

THE REWARD OF THRIFT. 
The Times publishes the following letter from " A 

WORKING M A X " : — 
" In these days when wages have been raised from 

30 per cent, to 200 per cent, and when new strikes for 
more are of almost daily occurrence, will you allow me, 
one of the patient asses who provide the means, to put 
my point of view before those who are daily clamouring 
for more? 

" I am an old man with nearly fifty years of hard work 
behind me. My usual day was 10 hours, and I have 
often worked the 24 hours round. I have had very 
few holidays, and I have denied myself wine and 
tobacco; and I have, with care, saved enough to 
provide for my wife's and my old age. Since 1914 I 
have, through diminished income and increased taxa
tion, lost one-third of my income and over one-third of 
my savings, and the increase of the price of everything 
affects me as much as it does the miner or the railway
man. 

" Yet apparently my thrift is to be further taxed 
in order that the so-called ' w o r k i n g man ' may work 
six hours a day, that tens of thousands may be paid 
29s. a week for doing nothing, and that tens of thous
ands of women may receive 25s. a week because they 
refuse to go into domestic service and do the work that 
my wife and daughter do daily. How much farther is 
this penalty on thrift and premium on laziness going to 
carry us? 

" A Canadian friend tells me I am a fool to stay in 
this country to be bled white by the " Labour " Party, 
and points out that in the recent manifesto issued by 
the " Labour " Party not one word is said about mak
ing Germany pay a portion of the cost of the war, 
not one word about increased production at home (by 
which alone our enormous debt can be paid), but a fur
ther tax on thrift, in the form of a levy on capital, is 
their only way of meeting the debt. 

" Every thinking man must sec whither things arc 
drifting. How soon will our vote-catching politicians 
drop expediency and cease enlarging the vicious circle 
in which we are at present dr if t ing?" 

It is refreshing to come across a man who is not on 
his knees before the " Labour " fetish and who clearly 
sees the probable consequences of the continued wor
ship of that monstrosity. W e are sick to death of the 
intolerable cant and twaddle about so-called " labour " 
and the so-called " working " classes constantly in-

' flicted on a too-patient public by silly scribblers in the 
press and ignorant tub-thumpers on the platform. The 
ridiculous doctrine that the only " workers " who are 
entitled to consideration are those engaged in, and who 
are only fitted for, the lowest forms of manual labour, 
is, we trust, gradually but surely being exposed for 
what it really is. 

"TRUTH" AND THE FOOD MINISTRY. 
The following scathing comments on the Ministry of 

Food appear in the issue of " T r u t h " for February 5th:— 
An illustration of the way in which the Food Ministry 

attempts to override the statutory powers of the public 
health authorities for protecting the public was given 
at a recent meeting of the Manchester Port Sanitary 
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14 T H E B R I T I S H F O O D J O U R N A L F E B . , 1919 

Authority. D R . DEARDEN, the Port Medical Officer, 
stated that 925 cases of condensed milk were found on 
inspection to be in a bad condition. Some of the tins 
were swollen, others burst, and so great was the 
"b lowing" that the iron hoops on the boxes were bulged 
to breaking point. A detention note was served on the 
warehouse people and also on the Ministry of Food as 
owners of the consignment. Nevertheless, the Ministry 
instructed the warehousemen to send the milk to a firm 
of toffee-makers. The toffee-makers happened to be a 
firm with both a reputation and a conscience, and they 
sorted the good tins from the bad, and thus saved the 
toffee-eating public from being poisoned. 

A private trader who had acted in this manner would 
have quite rightly been prosecuted, and probably sub
jected to a heavy fine, if not a smart term of imprison
ment, and it is outrageous that a Government Depart
ment should thus set at defiance the laws of the land. 
There can be only one reason for the Ministry acting in 
this fashion, the same reason which actuates any grocer 
or butcher in selling bad food—that of preventing a 
business loss. It was this same reason, I have no doubt, 
which prompted the issue of the scandalous circular re
ferred to in " Truth " on January 1st, instructing 
executive officers of Food Control Committees and the 
Wholesalers ' and Retailers' Trade Association on no 
consideration to call in a medical officer of health or a 
sanitary inspector to examine tainted or " forward " 
bacon, or butter or margarine which is in a doubtful 
condition. 

I can quite understand that the officials at the Minis
try of Food responsible for the Ministry's finance want 
to show a profit on the Ministry's dealings. But they 
ought not to be allowed to attain this pleasing result 
at the expense of the public welfare. No one wants to 
eat rotten and decomposing food so that some gentle
man in an armchair at Palace Chambers, Westminster , 
may get an O.B.E. , and it would be no satisfaction for 
a man whose children had been poisoned with bad 
toffee to know that his country was a few pounds the 
richer or that somebody's bad bargain had been success
fully hidden. Now that Mr. G. H. Roberts has re
turned from Paris I trust that he will have time to 
consider this question from other than the financial 
aspect, and take the earliest possible opportunity of 
informing his staff throughout the country that it is 
their duty to help administer the law and not to do 
their best to evade it. 

On the question of the profits which are or ought to 
be made by the Food Ministry, Mr. T. E. Marshall, 
of Manchester, supplies me with the following ex
ample :— 

The Ministry have a monopoly in the importation of 
Egyptian eggs, and their tax to the consumers for their 
unnecessary interference in this business amounts to 
one penny per egg on all the eggs imported from 
Egypt . The eggs cost:— 

Cost of eggs in Alexandria . . . ... 1¼d. 
Freights , insurance, and other charges 

on the most liberal scale ... ... ¼d-
Food Ministry's profit ... ... ... . 1d. 
Government Selling Agents ' , Whole

salers ' and Retailers' profit ... ... ½d. 

3d. 

So the egg which costs 1¼d. in Alexandria has to be 
retailed to the public at 3d. each, or a penny per egg 
more than would be the case if the Food Ministry had 
not interfered. Such shameless profiteering exceeds the 
wildest dreams of any food speculator, and is another 
object-lesson of the ineptitude and extravagance which 
have always characterised the operations of the Food 
Ministry. 

I am not so optimistic as Mr. Marshall in believing 
that the opening of a free market to Egyptian eggs 
would mean that the public would benefit by gett ing 
them at 2d. each. Judging by the profiteering going 
on in uncontrolled articles of food, I can quite imagine 
that the only result would be to divert the middle
man's profit of 1d. per egg from the public purse into 
private pockets. If anyone is to profiteer at all it is 
much more satisfactory for the Ministry than for private 
firms to do so. But this does not alter the fact 
that such a high rate of profit is totally unjustifiable— 
if it is made. Mr. Marshall leaves out of account, how
ever, the very essential item of the middleman's ex
penses in the way of salaries, commissions, office 
expenses, etc. At present everyone outside the Food 
Ministry is hopelessly in the dark on these most im
portant questions, and I hope that some member of 
Parliament will at the earliest possible moment obtain 
a profit and loss account of the Ministry's t rading oper
ations. It ought to prove illuminating.—Truth. 

DIRTY MILK. 
PROFESSOR W . D. HALLIBURTON", M.D. , lecturing at 

King's College, London, on " Physiology and the Food 
Problem," is reported to have said to a representative 
of " The Daily Mail " : " Milk is the natural food of 
a child. As sold at present , without any licence or re
striction or proper inspection, as in America, it is seri
ously impure. In milk, disease germs grow readily, 
and so precaution is necessary to obtain milk in which 
there is the minimum quantity of harmful organisms. 
These get into the milk' either by the, milking of un
healthy cows or, subsequent to milking, by contamina
tion from centres of infection. The most serious disease 
of the cow from the human point of view is tuberculo
sis. Another means of infection is in the actual pro
cesses of milking, either because the cows or the hands 
or clothes of the milkers are dirty. And the quantity of 
cows' excreta contained in a very large number of 
churns is disgusting and horrifying. The milk swarms 
with bacteria which multiply rapidly in milk. If the 
farms are invaded by scarlet fever or diphtheria, there 
is nothing to prevent the servants from spreading the 
germs of such diseases to the milk by means of hands 
and clothing. Infant mortality, even in civilised coun
tries like ours, is a disgrace, particularly when most of 
it is preventable by proper feeding; and now that a 
Ministry of Health is to be formed, one of its foremost 
duties should be to see that we do get an A 1 popula
t ion ." 

CHEMICALS IN BREAD. 
On the strength of statements by their medical officer 

and a well-known local miller, the Chertsey Rural Coun
cil recently decided to write a letter of protest to the 
Local Government Board on the use of chemicals in 
bread. 
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M R . J. R. HOLROYD, miller, of Byfleet, said that 
bakers before the war made bread as white as possible, 
and to do so used various chemicals. He had experi
mented with some of the chemicals sent him. He gave 
some to a cat which he never saw again, and some to 
a dog which was subsequently ill for days. He under
stood that chemicals were permitted to be used again. 
But this ought to be stopped at once. 

D R . BRIND, medical officer, said that in the past there 
had been too much tinkering with bread. The Ministry 
of Food had sent a circular letter asking millers to use 
improvers, and the letter concluded with the following 
remarkable statement:— 

In reaching this decision no view is expressed as 
to the legality or otherwise of the use of chemicals or 
other improvers. No responsibility is accepted for 
the quality or fitness of the improvers which the mil
lers may have to use. 

CURIOUS WHISKY SAMPLING. 
Allegations of Blackmail. 

The Daily Chronicle states that on November 26th 
last a man visited the Rushton Arms, Rushton Street, 
and took a sample of whisky, presumably for analysis. 
Another man called on December 18th, and it is alleged 
that he suggested that Mr. Myers, the licensee, was to 
be summoned, but that the matter could be arranged 
on payment of £15 . He was given into custody.— 
Edward Rossiter, the man in question, said to be a 
Shoreditch Borough Councillor and a brush maker, 
was charged on December 31st at Old Street Police 
Court with attempting to obtain the sum of £15 by 
false pretences. In the course of evidence it was 
said that the man who had taken the sample was in 
court, and one of the witnesses identified a man alleged 
to be employed by the Shoreditch Borough Council 
under the Food and Drugs Acts and the Liquor Control 
Regulations. He also was charged with the same 
offence as Rossiter. A remand was ordered, bail being 
allowed. 

TEA AND MILK TABLETS. 
At Bishop Auckland Police Court on December 19th, 

Robert Morton, grocer, was summoned for selling tea 
and milk tablets which were not of the nature, sub
stance and quality demanded.—The Public Analyst, 
Mr. Cyril Stock, stated that the tablets contained 5 per 
cent. of carbonate of lime and 15 per cent. of starch. 
A very slight amount of gelatinous substance would 
combine the constituent parts, and if anything but tea, 
milk and sweetening matter were present the sale of 
the tablets would be prejudicial to the purchaser. He 
suggested that legislation should be framed making it 
compulsory for manufacturers to give a full description 
of such admixtures.—A member of the firm making the 
tablets said that they never used lime; prepared French 
chalk and starch only were used. — Defendant was 
ordered to pay £2 16s. 6d. costs. 

LORD DEVONPORT ON GOVERNMENT PROFITS. 
In the House of Lords on February 26th LORD 

DEVONPORT pointed out the pressing need for a release 
of food supplies and a speedy reduction in the cost of 
living. He asked the Government if they were taking 

any steps to secure this desired end, and contended that 
the Government had made profits out of the essentials 
of life, and that industrial unrest was largely, if not 
mainly, due to inflated prices. The demand for increased 
wages had been almost entirely based on the increased 
cost of living. 

The Government had made large profits out of the 
essentials of life, such as butter, tea, and wool, and tin's 
profit-making was an unjust tax on the food and cloth
ing of the people. 

PUBLIC AUTHORITIES AND CONTRACTS WITH 
ENEMIES. 

The British Empire Union having addressed a letter 
to the Council of the Royal Borough of Kensington, 
suggesting that the Council should decline to receive 
and consider any tender from or enter into any con
tract with any firm connected directly or indirectly with 
Enemy Powers and that preference should always be 
given as far as possible to genuinely British firms 
employing British Labour, at a meeting of the Coun
cil on February 2nd, it was resolved—"That the British 
Empire Union be informed that it is fully the intention 
of the Council to adopt the policy above indicated in 
regard to tenders invited and contracts entered into by 
them in the future ." 

THE CADBURY AND FRY COMPANIES. 
W e understand that arrangements have been made 

for uniting the business interests of Cadbury Brothers, 
Ltd., of Bournville, and J. S. Fry & Sons, Ltd., of 
Bristol, by the formation of a Holding Company. The 
two Companies, Cadbury Brothers, Ltd., and J. S. 
Fry & Sons, Ltd., will continue to carry on business 
in their own names and under their own managements, 
and the identity and goodwill of each Company as they 
now exist, will be maintained. The preference shares 
and other securities of the two Companies which are 
quoted on the Birmingham and Bristol Stock Exchanges 
will not be disturbed, as the Holding Company will 
acquire only the ordinary shares of Cadbury Brothers, 
Ltd., and the deferred ordinary shares of J. S. Fry & 
Sons, Ltd., all of which are held privately. 

ROYAL COMMISSION ON INCOME TAX. 
M R . CHAMBERLAIN is going to appoint a Royal Com

mission to tackle the income-tax problem, so now we 
may expect " relief "—some lime. The Middle Class, 
who are squirming under this: unjust impost and who 
are not in receipt of war bonuses and doles', may decide 
to tackle the problem even before the Royal Commission 
has finished its inquiries.—The Globe. 

LAW REPORTS. 

ALMOND OIL. 
55 per cent, of Mineral Oil. 

At the Mansion House Police Court on January 24th, 
before the Lord Mayor, Messrs. Northway and Co. 
(Limited), chemists, of Great Tower Street, and Patrick 
Cahvay, .assistant, were summoned at the instance of 
Mr. William Hussey May, Inspector under the Sale of 
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Food and Drugs Acts for selling almond oil which was 
not of the nature, substance and quality demanded. 
The sample was certified by the Public Analyst to con
tain 55 per cent. of mineral oil. The facts were not in 
dispute.—Mr. T. G. Vickery, Assistant City Solicitor, 
said that on December 12th the Inspector sent a person 
into the company's shop to purchase a shillingsworth of 
almond oil. He noticed that the assistant took oil from 
two bottles, and going in saw they were both marked 
" sweet oil of a lmonds." Mr. May spoke to the assist
ant, who remarked that one lot did not seem quite 
right.—A purchase of almond oil on the 6th for the pur
pose of analysis had resulted in a report that the oil 
was entirely a mineral oil.—For the defence, Mr. Mar
shall contended that the firm wa.s the innocent victim 
of circumstances. Mr. Mallagh, who for some years 
had been at these premises, was called to the colours, 
and this oil had carelessly or inadvertently been put in 
the almond oil bottle by a manager who was unsatis
factory, and had been dismissed. They had now ob
tained almond oil from one of the best firms in the 
trade, and no other would be used. They greatly re
gretted this incident.—The Lord Mayor thought it a 
rather bad case. Great care should be used in the sale 
of all such articles. The company would be fined £ 1 5 
and £3 3s. costs, the defendant Calway £5 without 
costs. 

EGGS. 
Obstructing the Inspector. 

At the North London Police Court on January 15th, 
William Green, of 61, Church Road, Kingsland, was 
summoned for wilfully obstructing Inspector Walter 
Peverett while in the execution of his duty under the 
Public Health (London) Act, 1891.—Mr. C. V. Young 
represented the complainant and Mr. E. Wor t (counsel) 
defended.—Mr. Peverett stated that on December 28th 
he went to Bennett 's Dairy, Church Road, Kingsland, 
for the purpose of examining a quantity of eggs. The 
defendant, who is the manager of the shop, became ex
cited and threatened to throw the basket of eggs over 
him. The witness then said it would be better for him to 
call again, when the defendant caught hold of him, 
bruising his arm. He was unable to examine the eggs 
on that occasion, owing to the defendant's alt i tude.— 
Cross-examined, the Inspector denied having told the 
defendant that he gave more trouble than anyone else. 
He thought the threat was meant seriously.—Counsel: 
You did not want the eggs over you?—The Inspector: 
Certainly not ; it is not part of my duty to have eggs 
showered over me. — Mr. Young : He is not a Parlia
mentary candidate. — Further examined, the Inspector 
said he did not think that the defendant at the time 
knew what he was doing.—Defendant gave evidence 
and swore that the Inspector stated that if they were 
spotted eggs they could be used by confectioners and 
he could not condemn them. He denied threatening the 
Inspector. He did say " the only thing they are fit for 
is to go over you . " He had no intention of throw
ing the eggs over him.—Counsel: Have you ever thrown 
a basket of eggs over anyone?—Defendant: No, I have 
never thrown a single egg.—Counsel: It was a clumsy 
joke on your par t? — Defendant: Yes. — Defendant 
added that the Inspector did not complain of his arm 
being bruised until the following Monday, when witness 

spoke to him over the telephone. Witness might have 
touched him with the idea of coaxing the " condemn 
note " out of him.—The Magistrate said that when the 
Inspector went to the shop the defendant had lost his 
temper, and if he had apologised he would probably 
have heard nothing more of i t .—He would have to pay 
£1 and two guineas costs. — Mr. Young withdrew a 
summons for assault. 

MILK. 
37 per cent. Fat Deficiency. 

At the West London Police Court on October 19th. 
before Mr. Graham Campbell, Edward John Baggc 
(trading as Bagge & Son), of 5, Sandilands Road, Ful-
ham, was summoned at the instance of the Fulham 
Borough Council for selling milk which was not of the 
nature, substance and quality demanded. The sample 
was certified by the Public Analyst to be deficient in 
fatty solids to the extent of 37 per cent.—Mr. C. W . 
Radeliff (Deputy Town Clerk) prosecuted, and Mr. 
Aplin Nicholls defended.—Henry Stevens gave evidence 
as to the purchase of the sample.—Inspector Gentry 
stated that when the sample was purchased by the last 
witness he stood in the passage of the house and heard 
Stevens say " Threepenny worth of milk." Witness 
then went to the open window and saw the sample 
served. After it had been handed to Stevens witness 
told the carrier that the sample was purchased for the 
purpose of analysis, and divided it into three parts . 
The carrier replied that it was separated milk. Wi t 
ness made notes at the time and subsequently read 
them to Stevens, who agreed with them.—In answer 
to the magistrate the Inspector said that the rounds
man told him that he took the responsibility.—The 
magistrate without calling for any evidence for the 
defence, dismissed the summons.—Mr. Nicholls applied 
for costs, saying that in spite of the fact that the prose
cution knew the circumstances of the ease they per
sisted in bringing the matter into Court.—The appli
cation was refused. 

MILK. 
26 per cent, of Extraneous Water. Cow Appeal. 

At the Mansfield Petty Sessions on November 21st, a 
Newstead farmer, Geo. Pinder, was summoned by Mr. 
Templeman, Inspector under the Food and Drugs Acts, 
for selling milk not of the nature, substance and quality 
demanded. — The Public Analyst 's certificate showed 
that two samples contained, respectively, 26 and 24.2 
per cent. of extraneous water. When the Inspector 
visited the farm and took samples of the milk from the 
cows the quality was above the standard.-—A fine of 
£5 in each case was imposed. 

MILK. 
20'36 per cent. of Extraneous Water. 

At the Darlington Police Court, on October 10th, 
William H. Weighell, Skerne House Farm, was sum
moned for selling milk to the prejudice of the purchaser 
on August 22nd. The Town Clerk (Mr. H. G. Steaven-
son) prosecuted on behalf of the Corporation, and Mr. 
E. Wooler defended.—Mr. Steavenson stated that on 
August 22nd Mr. Copping, the Inspector under the 
Food and Drugs Acts, purchased from the defendant's 
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servant in Corporation Road a pint of milk, for which 
he paid 3½d. Upon being analysed by the Public 
Analyst it was found to contain 6.77 per cent. of non-
fatty solids and 3.03 per cent, of fat, which when 
judged by the standard for non-fatty solids set up by 
the Milk Regulations of 1901 was equivalent to 20.36 
per cent. of extraneous water. With one exception 
this was the worst case they had ever brought before 
the court. The Inspector had further samples taken 

one the following day and one two days after— 
and these were found to be satisfactory. Selling milk 
containing 20 per cent. extraneous water meant that 
defendant would make an illicit profit of about £209 
per annum.—Mr. J. R. Copping spoke to buying the 
milk from the defendant's float and having it analysed. 
He put in the Public Analyst 's certificate. Subse
quently he called at Skerne House and had a sample 
of the milk from the herd of nine cows. There were 
ten cows on the farm, but the tenth—a red cow—was 
not milked at the time. Later he had another sample 
taken, and put in the certificates for all the samples. 
In reply to Mr. Wooler, witness said that in his 
opinion there was conclusive proof that water had been 
added to the milk, and he honestly believed this.—Mr. 
F . H . Stock, the Public Analyst, identified the certifi
cates of the analyses of all the samples, and said there 
was no possible explanation of the deficiency in non-fatty 
solids except the addition of water. The deficiency in 
the sample complained of was 6.77, against 9.5 non-
fatty solids in the second sample taken the following 
day. No complaint was made of the second sample.— 
In answer to Mr. Steavenson, Mr. Stock said he could 
only explain the difference between the two samples by 
the addition of water.—Mr. Wooler, for the defence, 
said when the first sample was taken it was the hottest 
day of the year. The cows had been taken from a 
parched pasture to a new fog pasture, where they were 
purged. Defendant could not get any cake to put the 
cows right. There was no water in the new pasture 
and the cows had to be taken to the farm for water 
three times a day. This explained the matter.—Blumer, 
the man who looked after the cows and helped in the 
milking, was called, and stated that no water had been 
added to the milk.—Defendant, in answer to Mr. 
Wooler, stated that he farmed his own land, and for 
eleven years he had sold milk in the town. Samples 
were taken frequently, and this was the first complaint 
he had received. He made no butter and had no separa
tor, selling all his milk except a small quantity for 
household use. The pasture where the cows were 
placed became dried up, and he put the herd into a 
new fog pasture, which purged the cows. H e could 
not get any cake to put them right. He had added 
nothing to the milk at any time.—In answer to Mr. 
Steavenson, defendant said he did not tell the Inspector 
that the red cow was the best milker. He heard the 
Inspector had taken a sample of the red cow's milk. 
He did not think it necessary to tell the Inspector that 
the cows were purged.—Mr. Hartlett : You did not 
point out any special reason for the deficiency?—De
fendant : No.-—Mr. W o o l e r : A man is not bound to 
explain until he is charged.—Mr. Steavenson : Can you 
explain the difference between the first sample and the 
second?—Defendant: I cannot explain it.—Mr. Stea
venson : The milk on the one day was better than on 

the other?—Defendant : I cannot explain it.—In answer 
to Mr. Wooler, defendant said he never said anything 
to the Inspector about the red cow.—Mrs. Weighell 
and Miss Bennett, a girl employed on the farm, gave 
evidence. The former stated that it was she who spoke 
to the Inspector about the red cow.—Capt. Dean, 
R.A.M.C., who said he had had 30 years ' experience, 
stated that he had examined defendant's cows that 
morning and no exception could be taken to them. 
When the cows were turned into the new pasture they 
would be purged, but after a day or two it would not 
affect the milk. It would do so at the start . It was 
the custom to give cows cake when put on new pasture 
until they became accustomed to the grass . The non-
fatty solids in milk fell in August and September. He 
had known a cow's milk damaged by the animal gallop
ing about owing to flies.-—In reply to Mr. Steavenson, 
witness said he was not surprised at the milk gett ing 
better as the cows would get used to the pasture.—The 
Bench found the case proved, and fined defendant £10, 
and £3 3s. costs. 

MILK. 
Deficiency in Fatty Solids. 

At Aberdeen Sheriff Court on December 26th, before 
Sheriff Laing, Elspeth Mitchell, dairy farmer, was 
summoned for having, on November 28th, supplied, in 
pursuance of contract to a shopkeeper in George Street, 
Aberdeen, milk which on analysis by the Public Analyst 
was found to contain less than 3 per cent. of fatty 
solids. Accused pleaded guilty.—Mr. G. M. Aitken, 
advocate, who represented the accused, said she knew 
nothing of the matter as the farm was entirely managed 
by a grieve.—The Burgh Fiscal (Mr. Gavin Sinclair) 
said this milk was a mixture of morning and evening 
milk. Skimmed milk had been added. This was the 
first case of the kind for a series of months.—The 
Sheriff said this case was of a more serious character 
than some other cases that had come before the Court. 
On the admitted facts, the genuine milk from the herd 
of cows at this farm showed the presence of over 4 
per cent. of fatty solids, whereas the sample taken on 
the morning in question showed that in that sample 
there was not more than 1.38 per cent. of fatty solids. 
Although Mrs. Mitchell might not have known anything 
of the matter, there must have been a deliberate at
tempt on the part of some one to defraud the public. 
In the public interest he could not make the penaltv 
less than 10. 

MILK. 
Magistrate and the Warranty Defence, 

At the Marylebone Police Court on December 31st, 
Mr. E. T. d 'Fyncourt , when dealing with a summons 
by the Hampstead Borough Council against a dairyman 
for selling milk containing 6 per cent. of extraneous 
water, observed, " If we are to have a pure milk supply 
for the public it can only be done by going to the root 
of these warrant ies ." 

Defendant produced a warranty from the Dairy Sup
ply Co., Ltd., and stated that he sold the milk exactly 
as he received it. The summons was then adjourned 
for the attendance of a representative of the Dairy 
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Supply Company, but no one appeared.—Mr. Ricketts, 
solicitor, who defended, now stated that only the pre
vious week the company was fined £20 at that court 
for selling milk to a dairyman with 21 per cent. extra
neous water .—The magistrate asked the prosecuting 
solicitor (Mr. A. F . Johnson) if he proposed to proceed 
against the Company for giving a false warranty.— 
Mr. Johnson replied that when his clerk saw the Com
pany's representative the latter produced a warranty 
which he had received from the farmer who supplied 
the mi lk .—" Just s o , " said the magistrate, " this busi
ness is never-ending, and meanwhile the purchasing 
public are gett ing watered or skimmed milk. This 
system under the Act, and the interpretations put on 
the warranty by the High Court, have become a perfect 
farce. I think proceedings ought to be taken against 
the persons giving the war ran ty . " The magistrate 
added that the warranty produced was one of the 
special " patent warrant ies ," under which no action 
could lie in common law against the person who gave 
it, so that one got to an absolute dead-end. He dis
missed the summons, and said he thought it was most 
necessary that the persons giving the warranties should 
be proceeded against. 

MILK. 
40 per cent. of Extraneous "Water. Defendant fined £50. 

In the Edinburgh Sheriff Court on December 13th, 
Henry Henderson, dairykeeper, South Farm, Gilmer-
ton, pleaded guilty to having on 24th October last de
livered to an Edinburgh dairykeeper a quantity of milk 
which on analysis was found not to be genuine milk.— 
Sheriff Orr, in imposing a fine of £50, said the figures 
made a very bad impression upon his mind in view of 
the fact that accused had a previous conviction. The 
Public Analyst 's certificate stated that the milk con
tained 40 per cent. of extraneous water which showed 
that the unfortunate public were gett ing a composition 
which it was a compliment to describe as milk. 

MILK. 
11 per cent. of Extraneous Water. Roundsman's Offence. 

At the W e s t London Police Court on December 5th, 
before Mr. Boyd, the Express Dairv Company, Tavis
tock Place, Bayswater, and William Kemp, roundsman, 
of 70, Archel Road, Fulham, appeared in answer to 
summonses taken out by Chief-Inspector Bristow Jones, 
of the Fulham Borough Council, for selling milk which 
contained 11 per cent. of extraneous water.—Mr. Rad-
cliffe supported the summonses for the Borough Coun
cil, and Mr. W . T. Ricketts appeared for the defendant 
Company. — Evidence was given by Chief-Inspector 
Jones, who took a sample of milk from the roundsman, 
Kemp, in Stonor Road, Wes t Kensington, on October 
29th, and on submitting it to the Public Analyst it was 
certified to contain 11 per cent. of extraneous water.— 
In reply to Mr. Ricketts, Inspector Jones stated that 
on the same day he took samples of milk from two 
other roundsmen in the Company's service, and each 
of these samples was correct. The manager of the 
North End Road branch—Mr. Barlow—where Kemp 
was employed, told him that all the milk came from one 
source. He (Inspector Jones) had taken samples fre

quently of the same Company's milk and these had 
always been found to be genuine on analysis by the 
Public Analyst. Since this affair Kemp had been dis
charged.—In reply to the Magistrate, Mr. Radeliffe 
stated that there was no previous conviction at that 
Court against the Express Dairy Co.—Mr. Ricketts, 
for the Company, urged that the latter were in no 
way to blame. They were dependent on their rounds
men, and in this case it was clear that Kemp had tam
pered with the milk, though, of course, no specific 
charge could be made against him.—The Magistrate 
observed that he was satisfied that the milk which 
was sent out was genuine and the Company appeared 
to be very careful to ensure that their customers should 
receive pure milk. But still they were liable for the 
act of their servant and while not desiring to record a 
conviction, he must bind them over under the Proba
tion of Offenders' Act, and order them to pay two 
guineas costs.—His Worship fined Kemp £5, with two 
guineas costs. 

MILK. 
51 per cent. of Extraneous Water. 

At the Leeds Stipendiary Court on December 12th, 
before the Stipendiary Magistrate (Mr. C. M. Atkinson) 
Joseph Ellis, dairy farmer, of White House Farm, 
Otley Road, Leeds, was summoned at the instance of 
Inspector Saxton, for selling on October 30th, milk 
which was certified by the Public Analyst to contain 
fifty-one per cent. of extraneous water.—The defence 
was that, in consequence of illness, defendant was short 
staffed at the time, and that milk had been put in a 
can, inadvertently, from which the water put in it for 
rinsing purposes had not been removed.—The Stipen
diary imposed a fine of £10 and costs. 

SALAD OIL. 
Artificially Coloured Mineral Oil. 

At Kensington, on February 4th, Mrs. Edith Wood, 
52, Hammersmith Road, W . , was summoned for sell
ing, to the prejudice of the purchaser, salad oil which 
was certified to consist of mineral oil artificially col
oured. — Mr. Revis, of the Hammersmith Borough 
Council, said this was an article placed upon the mar
ket recently, because of the scarcity of olive oil. Salad 
oil should consist of vegetable oil, but this was 
paraffin oil artificially coloured to deceive the purchaser. 
—Mrs. Plaster, the Inspector 's agent, said she asked 
for two bottles of salad oil, and she paid 3s. 6d. In 
reply to Mr. Leslie Smith, for the defence, she said she 
did not see any label on the bottles, which were wrapped 
up in paper by the defendant.—Did you not see that the 
oil was marked " Brice's Olivina " ?—No.—But you 
could have read the label on the bottles, could you not? 
—My attention was not called to it.-—You did not want 
to—is that i t?—No.—Did you say, pointing to the bot
tles, " I want a bottle of that o i l ?"—No; I said, " Two 
bottles of salad oil."—I suggest to you that that is a delib
erate lie?—No, it is not.—By the Chairman: Witness 
said she was quite sure her attention was not called to 
the labels on the bottles.—Inspector Gee said that when 
he entered the shop he saw no printed statement des
cribing the article standing up in front of the bottles.— 
Edward Richards Bolton was called as an expert wit
ness, and repeated his evidence as given in other cases 
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a t the previous sitting,* to the effect that in all scien
tific and trade circles salad oil was always understood 
to mean a vegetable oil, suitably refined and in a palat
able condition, and containing a natural yellow or yel
lowish-green colour derived from the vegetable.—Percy 
Andrew Richards, Public Analyst for Hammersmith and 
Westminster , gave similar evidence, as also did the 
manager to J. Champion and Co., Limited, Leadenhall 
Street .—The defendant said she bought a dozen pints 
of the oil called Olivina from Brice's, and she received 
a printed statement with it s tat ing that it was a perfect 
substitute for olive oil, suitable for all culinary pur
poses, and largely used by the chefs in the leading Wes t 
End hotels.—Mr. Leslie Smi th : I daresay I have drunk 
quarts of this oil.—The Clerk: And you are still alive. 
— M r . Leslie Smith said he desired to ask the witness 
what she was told by the sellers of the article to her, 
which would be in mitigation of penalty if the Bench 
decided to convict, but Mr. Revis objected.—The De
fendant : He certainly told me it was perfectly fit to be 
used with food, and that is stated on the printed paper 
which I placed in front of the bottles. Anyone could 
have read it. I should have expected anyone wishing 
to purchase the oil to read the statement first. The 
purchaser in this case said nothing about salad oil. She 
merely nodded her head in the direction of the shelf on 
which the oil was placed, and said, " I want some of 
t ha t o i l . " When the Inspector came in she asked him 
whether she could go on selling the oil, and he said, 
*' I do not see any reason why you should not ."—A 
Mag i s t r a t e : W h a t did you buy it from the wholesaler 
a s ? " — A s a substitute for salad oil.—The Chai rman: 
Did you order a dozen pints of substitute for salad oil? 
—Yes.—A Magis t ra te : Then if you were asked for 
salad oil, and you gave a substitute, you did what is 
w r o n g ? — Yes, if salad oil was asked for, but only 
" o i l " was asked for. The label was on the bottles, 
and no one with eyes to see could have been deceived. 
—Mr . Leslie Smith said he should ask the Bench to 
declare that this was only a condiment; no one ever 
dreamed of taking salad oil as a food. " You have in 
this a mineral oil absolutely harmless. You can pour 
it into your system, and it will come out, causing no 
injury whatever ." He contended that the defendant 
was entitled to have the case dismissed simply because 
only oil was asked for, and oil was served.—The Bench, 
after clearing the court for consultation, decided to con
vict, and inflicted a fine of £5 and allowed three guineas 
costs. 

Gabriel Cohen, of 210, Blythe Road, Hammersmith, 
was also summoned for selling mineral oil as salad oil. 
— T h e defendant called three customers to show that he 
only sold the article as a substitute.—Ada de Rosa said 
she was in the shop when the Inspector came in. She 
was going to buy some of the oil for her sister 's baby, 
but, on looking at the printed paper in front of it, and 
seeing that it was only a substitute for olive oil, did 
not buy any.—Henry Jas . Goodman said the statement 
about the oil had been in the defendant's window for 

th ree or four months.—Eliza Briggs said when she was 
in the shop a purchaser came in for olive oil, and de
fendant told her he had only that substitute.—A fine of 
£5 and three guineas costs was imposed.—Mainly from 
The Grocer. 

*See British Food Journal, January, 1919. 

SELF-RAISING FLOUR. 
1.2 per cent of Calcium Sulphate. 

At the Watford Police Court on January 7th, James 
Lancaster, of St. Alban's Road, Watford, and George 
Fletcher, of High Street, Watford, were summoned 
for selling self-raising flour which was certified by the 
Public Analyst for the County (Dr. Bernard Dyer) to 
contain 1.2 per cent. of calcium sulphate, which was 
six times more than the maximum amount of that sub
stance held to be permissible in self-raising flour, 
namely, 0.2 per cent.—The Chief Inspector under the 
Food and Drugs Acts having explained that self-raising 
flour was a mixture of ordinary flour with some form 
of baking powder in which the acid constituent was 
cither cream of tartar or acid phosphate of lime, stated 
that acid phosphate was present in this case, and that 
this substance contained varying quantities of calcium 
sulphate as an impurity. On November 20th, he pur
chased two samples of self-raising flour at Lancaster 's 
shop. Both packets were branded self-raising flour. 
The flour was analysed by the Public Analyst, who 
certified that the sample contained 1.2 per cent. of 
calcium sulphate, which was six times as much as was 
allowed. After receiving the certificate from the Public 
Analyst, witness went to see Lancaster. He informed 
him that one of the samples had been reported as un
satisfactory. Lancaster said he thought it was all 
right. It was, Lancaster added, a brand called Sander
son, and he got it from a firm of repute at Brentford. 
In regard to Fletcher 's case, witness said that on 
December 4 he called at 202, High Street, Watford, 
and saw Fletcher, and procured from his shop a sample 
of the same kind of flour. The Public Analyst reported 
practically in the same terms, with the exception that 
in this sample the flour was certified to contain 1 per 
cent. of calcium sulphate.—In reply to the Chairman, 
witness said he had taken samples from other shops. 
He did not know who the makers were, but he believed 
the retailers got it from Brentford. The bags were 
simply handed over to the customer. The packets were 
sealed when purchased.—For the defence, Mr. C. H. 
Kirby (Messrs. Neve, Beck and Kirby, London) said 
Lancaster was unable to attend the court on account 
of the illness of his wife. He was instructed by Messrs. 
Joseph Kingham and Sons, Ltd., Kew Bridge Road, 
Brentford, who were the manufacturers of the self-
raising flour. Messrs. Kingham and Sons were not 
chemical manufacturers, but they bought their chemicals 
from manufacturers of chemicals, and made the self-
raising flour which they sold to the defendants. They 
bought their acid phosphate as a rule from a firm of 
manufacturers under a guarantee, and it had been 
analysed and found to be of good quality. It contained 
no excess of calcium sulphate. Unfortunately, owing to 
the demand for chemicals during the war they were 
not able during a certain period to get the acid phos
phate from the manufacturers where they had been in 
the habit of buying, and they had to buy from a firm 
of dealers in London. They obtained from them a 
guarantee that the article was genuine and according 
to the requirements of the Acts. They paid to that 
firm a price which was nearly half as much again as 
the price paid to the manufacturers with whom they 
had dealt regularly. Messrs. Kingham and Sons did 
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not question the standard laid down. As soon as this 
case arose they made investigations, and as a result 
they stopped using that particular acid phosphate. They 
did not send out any more, but sent round to the 
retailers, and got back all they could from them.—The 
Bench held that there had been a technical offence, and 
inflicted a fine of 10s. in each case, with 15s. costs. 

NOTE. 
With reference to this case The Grocer publishes the 

following:—Dr. Bernard Dyer, F . I .C. , Public Analyst 
for the County of Herts, writes from 17, Great Tower 
Street, London, E.C.3, under date January 30 :—"My 
attention has been called to a report in The Grocer of 
January 11 of a case at Watford relating to self-raising 
flour. Your reporter has become curiously confused 
between acid phosphate and calcium sulphate, with the 
result that any reader of the report would have some 
difficulty in understanding the ground of complaint or 
the reason for the conviction of the vendor. The objec
tion to the flour was not, as stated, that it contained 
1.2 per cent of acid phosphate. The quantity of acid 
phosphate normally used in self-raising flour of this 
type is about 2 per cent. The objection to the flour 
was that it contained 1.2 per cent. of calcium 
sulphate, which occurs in variable quantity as 
an impurity in acid phosphate. Properly prepared acid 
phosphate should not contain more than 10 per cent. 
of calcium sulphate, and very often contains much less, 
so that self-raising flour containing 2 per cent. of acid 
phosphate should not contain, at the outside, more than 
0.2 per cent. of calcium sulphate. As many of your 
readers must have been mystified by the report, it seems 
desirable that the point should be cleared u p . " 

VINEGAR. 
Deficiency in Strength. 

At Greenwich Police Court, on November 6th, Emih 
Newington, grocer, 49, Lassell Street, East Greenwich, 
and Joseph Wilks, 111, Bridge Street, Greenwich, were 
summoned for selling vinegar which was deficient in 
acetic acid. In the first case the sample contained only 
3.4 per cent. of acetic acid instead of 4 per cent., there 
being an excess of water to the extent of 15 per cent. 
In the other case there was only 2.72 per cent. of 
acetic acid and 32 per cent. of excess water.—Newing
ton was fined 10s.arnd £1 17s. 6d. costs, and Wilks 
£1 and £ 1 12s. 6d. costs. 

VINEGAR. 
39 and 49.2 per cent. Extraneous Water. 

At the Old Street Police Court, on November 27th, 
Ernest and Richard Burford, vinegar makers, trading 
as Burford Bros., London Street, Bethnal Green, were 
summoned on three informations for having under cer
tain contracts of sale made delivery of vinegar which 
was deficient in acetic acid, and therefore not of the 
nature, substance and quality demanded.—For the 
prosecution it was stated that the summonses had been 
taken out in consequence of many cases which had come 
to the court wherein the retailers of vinegar purchased 
from the defendants had pleaded that it was sold in 

the same condition as delivered to them. The latest 
was a Mrs. Moseley, in whose case the vinegar was 
found to contain 39 per cent. added water. In another 
case it was 4 9 2 per cent., the Public Analyst 's certifi
cate setting out that normal vinegar contained 4 per 
cent. acetic acid.—Mr. Percy Robinson, defending, said 
he would plead guilty to the sale and admit the correct
ness of the Public Analyst 's certificate. He said there 
was no warranty on the invoice, as the Local Govern
ment Board had laid down no standard for vinegar.— 
Mr. Wilberforce said he would grant an adjournment 
for a witness as to the normal composition of vinegar. 
—Mr. Robinson asked for costs of the adjournment, 
and Mr. Wilberforce said he would consider the ques
tion.—Mainly from The Grocer. 

VINEGA.R. 
22 per cent. Deficiency in Acetic Acid. 

At Lambeth on December 23rd, Richard Grant, 12, 
Hayles Street, Southwark, S.E., was summoned for 
selling vinegar which was certified by the Public 
Analyst to be deficient in acetic acid to the extent of 
22 per cent. He said he sold the vinegar as it was 
supplied to him. H e paid 40s. a cask for it. In im
posing a fine of £1 and £1 costs, Mr. Leycester said 
he accepted the defendant 's explanation. 

WHISKEY. 
41 degrees Under Proof. 

In the Northern Police Court, Dublin, on December 
18th, before Mr. Lupton, H. G. Kilbey, managing 
director of the Four Courts Hotel, was prosecuted by 
Mr. Tutty, Corporation Inspector, for selling him four 
glasses of whisky which was 41 degrees under proof.— 
Mr. Burke, who prosecuted, said the certificate of the 
Public Analyst, showed that the whisky was 41 degrees 
under proof, the minimum strength allowed, without 
notice, being 25 degrees under proof.—Mr. Campbell, 
defending, said no doubt an offence had been committed, 
to which Kilbey pleaded guilty. He was sorry for it, 
but it occurred under circumstances which it would be 
difficult for him to prevent. Kilbey bought this whisky 
from Jameson's and put it into the cellar. It was 
something over proof, and he racked it down to 23.6 
under proof. After a time he gave a quantity to the 
porter, a trusted employee, to take to the bar. The 
latter had other things to bring upstairs, and he left 
the whisky in a passage near the kitchen, and what 
Kilbey thought was that some of the servants abstracted 
about a bottle of whisky- out of the gallon and replaced 
it by a bottle of water.—Kilbey gave evidence bearing 
out the statement of Mr. Campbell.—Mr. Lupton fined 
the defendant £7, and said if he thought for a moment 
a deliberate fraud had been committed the fine would 
have been much heavier. 

At the same Court on December 18th, Mr. John 
Cassidy, publican, Marlborough Street, was fined 
£ 1 10s. for selling four glasses of whisky diluted by 
the addition of 2"67 per cent. of water (being 27 degrees 
under proof). He said he sold the whisky as he bought 
it. Mr. Burke also prosecuted in this case, and Mr. 
Tutty gave evidence. 

* * * Minimum legal strength for Whisky 25 degrees under proof in Ireland. 
- [ E D . B.FJ.] 
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